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Detailed Action 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this 
section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that 
an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have 
the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published 
under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior 
to the date of application for patent in the United States. 



Claims 1- 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
clearly anticipated by Davis et al. (U.S. Patent 6,225,994). 



Davis discloses an invention directed to the same problem 
disclosed in the instant specification. Davis teaches a method for 
providing reliable interoperation of a plurality of independent 
software modules, the method comprises the steps of: 

• determining selection of an object, by one of the plurality of 
independent software modules to produce a new object 
selection, as claimed [e.g., see "determining if the selected 
object is relevant to it" and associated discussion beginning 
col. 2, line 15]; 

• determining object selection status, which indicates a 
selected object and an associated one of the plurality of 
independent software modules, as claimed [e.g., see status 
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information, col. 1, line 41, col. 3, line 59, see node status, 
col. 14, line 2 and associated discussion]; and 

• updating the object selection status when a difference 
occurs between at least one of the one of the plurality of 
independent software modules and the associated one of the 
plurality of independent software modules and the new 
object selection and the selected object, as claimed [e.g., 
see "reconcile step" and "changing the node status" and 
associated discussion beginning col. 13, lines 47-53 and 
con't col. 14, lines 1-19; see also Prototype: BOOL 
updateForm(struct *updatelnfo), col. 8, line 54; see also 
"Message to update this object in the ATMC base" col. 10, 
line 32]. 

• a user interface (col. 2, line 50, see "GEM", the Graphical 
Element Manager that provides the GUI component 
(Graphical User Interface), software modules, processing 
modules, messages [col. 2, line 1], and selected objects 
[col. 2, line 15] and elements [col. 2, line 1] operatively 
coupled as claimed. 



Claims 1- 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Montague et al. (U.S. Patent 5,675,782). 



As per independent claim 1: 

Montague teaches a method for providing reliable interoperation 
of a plurality of independent software modules, the method 
comprises the steps of: 

a) determining selection of an object by one of the plurality of 
independent software modules to produce a new object 
selection [e.g., see "objects" and "access rights" and 
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changing the access rights by a user, col. 10, line 35]; 

b) determining object selection status, which indicates a 
selected object and an associated one of the plurality of 
independent software modules [e.g., see changing the 
access rights by a user, col. 10, line 35 and associated 
discussion]; and 

c) updating the object selection status when a difference 
occurs between at least one of the one of the plurality of 
independent software modules and the associated one of 
the plurality of independent software modules and the new 
object selection and the selected object [e.g., see "granting 
access rights to an object or container for one or more 
trustees" and associated discussion beginning col. 11, line 
19]. 

As per independent claim 12: 

Montague teaches a method for providing reliable interoperation 
of a plurality of independent software modules, the method 
comprises the steps of. 

a) maintaining object selection status that includes identity of 
a selected object and identity of an associated one of the 
plurality of independent software modules, wherein the 
associated one of the plurality of independent software 
modules selected the selected object [e.g., see "objects" 
and "access rights" and associated discussion beginning col. 
10, line 10, see changing the access rights by a user, col. 
10, line 35]; 

b) detecting selection of a function by an independent 
software module of the plurality of independent software 
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modules [e.g., see changing the access rights by a user, 
col. 10, line 35 and associated discussion]; and 



c) performing, by one of the plurality of independent software 
modules, the function upon the selected object [e.g., see 
"granting access rights to an object or container for one or 
more trustees" and associated discussion beginning col. 11, 
line 19]. 

As per independent claim 20: 

Montague teaches a software management system that 
comprises: 

• a plurality of independent software modules and a 
processing module [see "plurality of APIs", col. 9, line 67]; 
and, 

• memory [inherent in the networked computer system 
disclosed by Montague, col. 4] operably coupled to the 
processing module, wherein the memory includes 
operational instructions that cause the processing module 
to: 

(a) determine selection of an object by one of the plurality of 
independent software modules to produce a new object 
selection [e.g., see "objects" and "access rights" and 
associated discussion beginning col. 10, line 10, see 
changing the access rights by a user, col. 10, line 35]; 

(b) determine object selection status, which indicates a 
selected object and an associated one of the plurality of 
independent software modules [e.g., see changing the 
access rights by a user, col. 10, line 35 and associated 
discussion]; and 
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(c) update the object selection status when a difference 

occurs between at least one of the one of the plurality of 
independent software modules and the associated one of 
the plurality of independent software modules and the 
new object selection and the selected object [e.g., see 
"granting access rights to an object or container for one 
or more trustees" and associated discussion beginning col. 
11, line 19]. 

As per independent claim 30: 

Montague teaches a software management system comprises: 

• a plurality of independent software modules and a 
processing module [see "plurality of APIs", col. 9, line 67]; 

• memory [inherent in the networked computer system 
disclosed by Montague, col. 4]operably coupled to the 
processing module, wherein the memory includes 
operational instructions that cause the processing module 
to: 

(a) maintain object selection status that includes identity of a 
selected object and identity of an associated one of the 
plurality of independent software modules, wherein the 
associated one of the plurality of independent software 
modules selected the selected object [e.g., see "objects" 
and "access rights" and associated discussion beginning 
col. 10, line 10, see changing the access rights by a user, 
col. 10, line 35]; 

(b) detect selection of a function by an independent software 
module of the plurality of independent software modules 
[e.g., see changing the access rights by a user, col. 10, 
line 35 and associated discussion]; and 
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(c) performing, by one of the plurality of independent 

software modules, the function upon the selected object 
[e.g., see "granting access rights to an object or container 
for one or more trustees" and associated discussion 
beginning col. 11, line 19]. 



As per dependent claim 2: 
Montague teaches: 

• evoking a function by an independent software module of 
the plurality of independent software modules [e.g., see 
"GrantAIIAccessRights" function and associated discussion 
col. 11, line 20] ; and 

• performing, by the independent software module, the 
function upon the selected object identified in the object 
selection status [see setting the object access rights, col. 
11, line 33]. 

As per dependent claim 3: 

Montague teaches obtaining, by the independent software 
module, the function from the associated one of the plurality of 
independent software modules [e.g., see 

"ReplaceAIIAccessRights" function and associated discussion col. 
11, line 31]. 

As per dependent claim 4: 

Montague teaches informing, by the independent software 
module, the associated one of the plurality of independent 
software modules to perform at least one of: the function upon 
the selected object and a corresponding function upon the 
selected object [e.g., see "IsAccessPermitted" function and 
associated discussion col. 11, line 49]. 
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As per dependent claim 5: 

Montague teaches updating the object selection status with at 
least one of the new object selection and the one of the plurality 
of independent software modules [see discussion col. 11, lines 
18-29]. 

As per dependent claim 6: 

Montague teaches providing a deselect message to the 
associated one of the plurality of independent software modules 
when the status is updated and when the associated one of the 
plurality of independent software modules is not a controlling 
software module [e.g., see "RevokeExplicitAccessRights" function 
and associated discussion col. 11, line 36]. 

As per dependent claim 7: 

Montague teaches receiving a select message from the one of 
the plurality of independent software modules when the one of 
the plurality of independent software modules is not a controlling 
software module [e.g., see "EnumerateTrustees" function and 
associated discussion col. 12, line 12]. 

As per dependent claim 8: 

Montague teaches providing a select message to the associated 
one of the plurality of independent software modules when the 
status is updated and when the associated one of the plurality of 
independent software modules is not a controlling software 
module [e.g., see "GetEffectiveAccessRights" function and 
associated discussion col. 11, line 67]. 

As per dependent claim 9: 

Montague teaches the plurality of independent software modules 
includes at least one network management software module and 
a plurality of element network software modules, wherein the at 
least one network software module performs network level 
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operations for a communication network and wherein each of the 
plurality of element network software modules performs area 
level operations for a corresponding portion of the communication 
network [e.g., see "network configuration" and associated 
discussion col. 5, lines 13-51] . 

As per dependent claim 10: 

Montague teaches the plurality of independent software modules 
includes computer applications, wherein at least some of the 
computer applications control independent user interfaces [e.g., 
see "dialog boxes" and associated discussion entire col. 9, 
beginning line 1]. 

As per dependent claim 11: 

Montague teaches the object includes at least one object 
element [see object discussion beginning line 11, col. 10]. 

As per dependent claim 13: 

Montague teaches step further comprises detecting selection via 
a user interface associated with the independent software module 
[col. 9, lines 43-51]. 

As per dependent claim 14: 

Montague teaches receiving notification of the function from 
another one of the plurality of independent software modules, 
wherein the another one of the plurality of independent software 
modules detected selection of the function via a user interface 
associated with the one of the plurality of independent software 
modules [e.g., see user selection of object access rights and 
associated discussion col. 10, lines 35 - 67]. 

As per dependent claim 15: 
Montague teaches: 



First Office Action - paper #10 



Application/Control Number: 

09/295,818 

Art Unit: 2126 



Page 10 



• determining selection of a new selected object by one of the 
plurality of independent software modules to produce a new 
object selection [e.g., see changing the access rights by a 
user, col. 10, line 35 and associated discussion]; 

• determining current object selection status [e.g., see 
"GetEffectiveAccessRights" function and associated 
discussion col. 11, line 67]; and 

• updating the object selection status when a difference 
occurs between at least one of the one of the plurality of 
independent software modules and the associated one of the 
plurality of independent software modules and the new 
object selection and the selected object [see discussion col. 
11, lines 18-29]. 

As per dependent claim 16: 

Montague teaches updating the object selection status with at 
least one of the new selected object and the one of the plurality 
of independent software modules [see discussion col. 11, lines 
18-29]. 



As per dependent claim 17: 

Montague teaches providing a deselect message to the 
associated one of the plurality of independent software modules 
when the status is updated and when the associated one of the 
plurality of independent software modules is not a controlling 
software module [e.g., see "RevokeExplicitAccessRights" function 
and associated discussion col. 11, line 36]. 

As per dependent claim 18: 

Montague teaches receiving a select message from the one of 
the plurality of independent software modules when the one of 
the plurality of independent software modules is not a controlling 
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software module [e.g., see user selection of object access rights 
and associated discussion col. 10, lines 35 - 67]. 

As per dependent claim 19: 

Montague teaches providing a select message to the associated 
one of the plurality of independent software modules when the 
status is updated and when the associated one of the plurality of 
independent software modules is not a controlling software 
module [e.g., see "ReplaceAIIAccessRights" function and 
associated discussion col. 11, line 31]. 

As per dependent claim 21: 

See the rejection of claim 2 detailed above. 

As per dependent claim 22: 

See the rejection of claim 3 detailed above. 

As per dependent claim 23: 

See the rejection of claim 4 detailed above. 

As per dependent claim 24: 

See the rejection of claim 5 detailed above. 

As per dependent claim 25: 

See the rejection of claim 6 detailed above. 

As per dependent claim 26: 

See the rejection of claim 7 detailed above. 

As per dependent claim 27: 

See the rejection of claim 8 detailed above. 

As per dependent claim 28: 

See the rejection of claim 9 detailed above. 
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As per dependent claim 29: 

See the rejection of claim 11 detailed above. 



As per dependent claim 31: 

See the rejection of claim 13 detailed above. 

As per dependent claim 32: 

See the rejection of claim 14 detailed above. 



As per dependent claim 33: 

See the rejection of claim 15 detailed above. 

As per dependent claim 34: 

See the rejection of claim 5 detailed above. 



As per dependent claim 35: 

See the rejection of claim 6 detailed above. 

As per dependent claims 36 and 37: 

See the rejection of claim 7 detailed above. 
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Prior Art not relied upon: 

Please refer to the references listed on the attached PTO-892 
which are not relied upon in the claim rejections detailed above. 
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How to Contact the Examiner: 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the Examiner should be directed to St. John Courtenay III whose voice 
telephone number is (703) 308-5217. A voice mail service is also available 
at this number. Normal Flex work schedule: M - F 7:30 AM - 4:00 PM 

• All responses sent by U.S. Mail should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Patent Customers advised to FAX communications to the USPTO 

http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/dapp/opla/preognotice/faxnotice.pdf 

Effective Oct. 15, 2003, ALL patent application correspondence 
transmitted by FAX must be directed to the new PTO central FAX 
number: 

NEW PTO CENTRAL FAX NUMBER: 
703-872-9306 



• Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application should be directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist: 
(703) 305-3900. 

Please direct inquiries regarding fees, paper matching, and other 
issues not involving the Examiner to: 

Technical Center 2100 CUSTOMER SERVICE: 703 306-5631 

The Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP) is available online at: 
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/mpep/index.html 
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